7/9/71 


Dear Con, 

It is no w certain that I'll have a act of affidavits Monday, so if you ver 
intended malclng copiG 3 from any source and sending then, don' t bother* However, 
stories arc- a different ratter* They ray toll Lie son tiuuig not in the affidavits 
or provide a clue to inspired focus* 

One of my young friends in UYC jot a copy of tlie T-P for Saturday, 7/9 and 
sent ao tlmt story* I road it in haste t i > a.n. , but it is clearly unfair and 
at best what is represented against J in is double entendre, that is, something that 
can be taken more than one way, and they chose to take it a special voy* ..'nth PC 
knowing what ’ ic was expected to accomplish, I think time in ties hands of a god 
lawyer it could be exculpatory* It is at best ambiguous here* 

However, my real point may bo no point* ■i-his 3 .ory refers to Steve paying a 
^'ountainbleau bill with money PG then gave Jin, about 31,000. Of course, I know 
nothing about ‘'in's personal affairs of finances. So I do not know what tliis bill 
represents* However, I do have knowledge of on old bill, anil if that war in payment oi 
the old bill, it is entirely inconsistent with J in having loaded up with loot for os 
long as alleged. You should remember tlie bill I mean* 

Tliis morning's Post carries a abort 3tory on the judge's rejection of Jim's 
notion. 

But there is really no play here. v 'onoidexdng the nrumber and extent of ia's 
enemies, this is surprising. 

I you hear any scuttlebutt on where tliey took Pershing, I'd. quite curious. 

Hot Sicily, I'll bet! 


Best, 


